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Roman Empire revived by Charlemagne had been the mis-
fortune of Germany, a foreign idea harmful to the na-
tion. Historically true though this may be, the guarantee
against analogous dangers which the Prince's advisers saw
in the title of ' King' of the Germans was equally unreal.
There was not in these days any danger that the title,
which lives only in the memory of the nation, would aid
in alienating Germany's strength from her own interests
and in rendering it subservient to trans-Alpine ambition
all the way to Apulia. The desire, emanating from his
erroneous conception, that the Prince unfolded to me gave
me the impression of being a business proposal seriously
meant, which he wished rne to put into execution. My
objection, which was based on the co-existence of the
Kings of Bavaria, Saxony, and Wurtemburg with the pro-
posed King in Germany or King of the Germans, to my
surprise led to the further conclusion that those dynasties
. would have to cease bearing the regal title and reassume
the ducal. I expressed my conviction that they would not
do this of their own free will. Were it desired, on the
other hand, to use force, this procedure would not be for-
gotten for centuries, and would sow the seeds of distrust
and hate.

In the Diary published by Geffcken there is a sugges-
tion that we did not know our own strength; the employ-              >
ment of our strength in the state of affairs at that time               )
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would have become the weakness of Germany's future.

The Diary was probably not written at the time day by              f

day, but subsequently completed with turns of phrase, by              I

which courtly aspirants sought to render the contents more              j

credible.    In the personal statement which I published' I              !,

1 Sep. 23, 1888.                                                             I
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